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Attachment to Interview Summary 

10/686,194 
131 Declaration filed on 2/8/08 



The Declaration is not sufficient to antedate the Takakura reference for at least the following 
reasons: 



1 . Affidavit does NOT establish possession of the "whole invention claimed" (MPEP 
715.02). The evidence relied upon in exhibit A does not show all of the steps of, e.g., claim 1. 
There are no statements in the affidavit that applicant is relying on obviousness to fill in the gaps 
of evidence. Further, the evidence appears to be showing only one step of the invention, i.e., the 
"sampling" step, however the basic inventive concept is more than just sampling. 

All of the elements of claim 1, let alone the other 54 claims (both independent and dependent) 
are not shown by the evidence as being conceived or reduced to practice prior to the effective 
data of Takakura. 

Where are the "defining", "obtaining", "computing" and "dividing, in the Fourier 
Domain" steps of claim 1 shown by the evidence? Upon review of the exhibit, the examiner 
could not find any indication that the following specific elements of claim 1 were conceived or 
reduced to practice: 

"said second pixel sized being no larger than said first pixel size", 
"producing a multiplicity of sample layers", 

"obtaining values of second pixel size in each of the multiplicity of sample layers", 

"second pixel size from the values of the corresponding pixels in the multiplicity of the sample 

layers, thereby producing an intermediate image", and 

"dividing, in the Fourier domain, said intermediate image by a filter function thereby producing 
said image at the second pixel size". 

Where are the elements of the other independent claims shown by the evidence? 

Where are the elements of the dependent claims shown by the evidence? 

How is the "basic inventive concept" shown by the evidence? 



2. The affidavit appears to be alleging "reduction to practice" before the effective date of 
Takakura. There does not appear to be a showing of an apparatus or other evidence that the 
whole invention or basic inventive concept was actually reduced to practice (MPEP 715.07). 
Where's the evidence of a reduction to practice? 
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